


October 12, 1968 



Mr. Henry Wede 
District Attorney 
Dallas County Government Center 
Dallas, Texas 75202 

Dear Mr. Wades 

Your letter of October 10 approacbes candor, it is 

that I reply. With due regard for the biblical injunction, with the 

last first. 

You conclude, saying of the federal agencies, "... I know they are only 
trying to keep their skirts clean. 

Here wo can agree. 

But here also I must ask you a questions Are you content for this to be 
tho historical record, for your state, your city, your 

voursolf? Can you regard your testimony as full and complete, contain- 
ing everything you know or had reason to believe? More, can you consider 
loi disXrgef yoSr fSll responsibilities, particularly because of your 
position and yottr experience as both an FBI agent and a prosecutor, in 
that published testimony, alone? 

I am trying to bring to light what those whose ® 

"their skirts oleai^ not only failed to - refused to. I intend to pub- 
lish what they veere careful not to. This involves you, personally and 
as the representative of Dallas and Texas, in two wayat Through 
you said and what you did not say, and what the federal records do and 
do not attribute to you# 

My purpose in writing you is not to cajole a few crumbs of 

from you but to make the most complete and accurate record possible. 

This means, in addition, not accepting the federal fudging, but asking 
their accounts of those quoted outside their testimony. 

Perhaps it is here that we may be at cross-purposes. 2fou say, "W^tever 
I told th 9 Commission is all I knew at the time or ® 

"... I have not read my testimony before the Warren Commission concerning 
this instance ..." Please believe me, these are not the same things. 

Here I should like to address you in confidence, as lawyers and wrl ers 
both understand it, not to be shared in any way with others. 

There is no verbatim transcript of much of w hat you told the Warren^Com;:. 
mlssionT 

tran- 

I? ,Sar-mj 



There is an inadequate, ex parte subsequent account by Ra^in. ^ 
scrlDt. It and the letters and memoranda are not favoraole to you —— — 
t h e record that today exists, oven though still hidden, not your words. 
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For whatever it la worth to you, in my opinion, some of the most signifi- 
cant evidence was very carefully twisted. You, although you should have 
known better, apparently did not catch It. This was both obvious and 
subtle, I am not suggesting that you were aware of this. Sut it did 
happen; and to a very large degree, outside your testloony and that of 
others, entirely with unpublished official evidence, I have reconstructed 
it. 

You are correct in stating, ’’These rumors caused the Attorney General, 
Wagoner Carr, to request that Bill Alojjander and I go before the Commis- 
sion on something of a rush basis,” However, you are Incomplete and do 
not xindarstand the panic you caused in V/ashlngton or what was done to 
cope with it. 

Dean Storey also xms with you. Prom oven the oar'efully culled record 
that still exists, he said a very significant thing that was ignored. 

This was not the first knowledge of those rumors. Without aooeas to 
thosr rumors, before then, I had written something simllai’. Once there 
was an official status for those rumors, which State of Texas mention 
effected, the federal people could no longer ignore them. Those rumors 
were then more than a month old, already, if inadequately, amply in 
federal files, including the Coramisaion* s. 

Nowhere in the Warren Report or evidence wll3^ou find it, but that special 
executive session this precipitated mas at the unusual time of p,m, 

January 22, 196I4., Gonculfc your rooortis end you will see I am right. The 
Conpaission then held another executive session on this on January 27, 

This one is entirely end, I am satisfied, illegg3.1y suppressed. 

Transcript of the session of the 22nd does not exist. Whether it was 
over taken down by a court reporter, as all others were, I do not know, 

I will find out and if you want to know, I will tell you. Or, perhaps, 
you may recall whether a court reporter visa present. However, I can 
assure you that today it does not exist, if it was taken downl I have 
this in writing, from the proper authority, 

I hope you will understand that, in trusting you to preserve my secret, 

I am being honest with you end thbt I e.m not playing any kind og game, 
not trying to either entice or entrap you, 

I will add one thing; You are not alone, nor are your other Texas of- 
ficials, in thinking you mads a record that does not exist. This, in 
short, is not the only case on tiiat subject or on others. 

Frailly, I find this stats of sffairs entirely intolerable in a democratic 
society, particularly when the subject is the murder of a President and 
its official investigation. 

Now let me take other things in your letter as you have them and try to 
inform you in that sequence. 

Whether or not you had first-hand knowledge of any Oswald-governmant con- 
nection is not the issue, I presume you had no personal knowledge. The 
interest was in the hearsay and the source. Hearsay Is acceptable in 
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such an investigation - there would have been no Report without it - and 
what else could there be with Oswald dead and anyone with personal knowl- 
edge having to confess connection with the man accused of the assassina- 
tion? It is your hearsay knowledge that I seek. 

Oswald's black book, etc.; I attribute no sinister motive to you, but I 
think your Hindsight is correct, you did make a mistake not to examine 
that evidence. The first thing the FBI did with that book was to edit 
out the connection with their agent. They also disguised the name of a 
CIA man in it. As I recall, some pages are missing (which seems to be 
true also of Ruby's, there including the "0" page). 

Maybe the FBI did resent your mentioning the numbering of informants, but 
that is not what worried them or Washington, If they later brought you 
soma reports you had signed so many years earlier, did they also show you 
the letter Hoover gave the Oommlseion on that - not published? I have 
it, and if we can aver get together, I will show it to you. Eventually, 

I will give you a copy of it, with no strings then attached, I will in- 
clude what was with it, which I also have. What you do not seem to under- 
stand is how this could have been - and in my opinion was - used as part 
of the cover-up. You say, ”I know they were upset over the matter but I 
covild not see any reason I agree. Then why not ask yourself why 

they were upset for no seeming reason? I think there is one that may 
occuifl/ to you as it has to me. Think also about what you say following 
this, "because if he had worked for either one of them they would have 
records of some kind either by number or name," 

You say, "Concerning the threats on President Kennedy's life prior to his 
coming to Dallas, (S have no personal knowledge of that," I believe you. 
But that, too, has been carefully suppressed from the Report and from the 
printed evidence, I have knowledge of some that was suppressed even from 
the files. Here I ask that you tell me what you know about this, hearsay 
that it may be, so I can relate it to what 1 have and establish a record. 
The existing one that I have been able to retrieve is not favorable to 
your city officials, I have already finished writing that book. 

If you vjant to believe Oswald was in that window and fired a ritle, that 

is your affair. You should, then, realize there Is no evidence he was 

there, that this is all presumption. You should also know that there is 
Bvtdence he could not have been there and was elsewhere. This is care- 
fully obfuscated, misrepresented and suppressed, I can give you the names 
of people not called as witnesses wIjo saw him elsewhere and other proba- 
tive evidence on this, from their files. 

Again, your reading is your own concern. In reading Professor Walts, you 
got no information on the assassination. If you want copies of my books, 

I will send them to you. You may disagree with what I say about your 
public appearances, but you will be hard put to argue with the facts as 
I muster them. There are four published books-, quite allot of reading, 

I wish it were possible for me to fly down there and show you what I have, 

but it isn't, I just do not have the funds. If you ever go to Washing- 

ton and can let me know in time to gather this material, I will meet you 
there, should you so desire, I regret to say, as with your background 
perhaps you can understand, I cannot entrust this to the phone. That is 
so closely watched I can use it for my own purposes. 
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In closing, I ask you to consider why I would run the risk of lotting you 
know soma of what I hava, what I regard as important literary property, 
if I have an ulterior motive. I want only the truth. My purpose in 
writing you is to enlist your help in trying to discover it as completely 
as possihle and record it as honestly as man can. I suggest tiiis also ia 
in yo'ur interest, now, in the immediate future and in history. 

If you have any kind or information you will not aliare with me, as I 
hope you would, I do encourage you to make aa complete a record of it 
as possible, in yo’or interest and the country’s, 

I also suggest it would be better not to|mention any of thlso to those 
others who aeoompaniad you, at least, for the moment, for each and every 
on© of them is not in exactly the same position you are. One or more 
might be inspired to actively oppose wiiat I seek. 

* i 

Slnccroly, 



Harold Violsberg 



